Upon arriving in Frankfurt, West Germany and walking through 
the airport, the first impression of the airport is that it ds well 
organized, orderly, clean, color-coordinated and appears almost "space 
age" or militarily designed. The long aisles had electrical moving 
mats, similar to an escalator but for side walk use. The airport is 
very large and has a NATO runway and U.S. military base next to it. 


As for the city of Frankfurt, it is very clean although 
Germans consider it to be the dirtiest city in West Germany. The 
buildings are relatively new and are painted in very pleasant and 
serene colors. Although everything appears controlled and rigid, the 
pastel colors of the buildings provide a contrast of an almost serene 
atmosphere. One of the lawyers explained to us that Frankfurt was 
completely destroyed during World War II and practically all the 
buildings and housing were built after the War. That may explain why 
rodents and vermin such as mice, rats and roaches are non-existent in 
W. Germany. (We were told that it is probably because of the cold 
weather; but if that were true, then why are there roaches ard rodents 
in Chicago and New York?) 


Although Frankfurt is a large city, there are no homeless. 
people or "bag" people as one sees in New York. There are no ghettos 
or selective low-income areas. West Germany is a welfare state where 
everyone is provided with a moderate income. For instance, most of the 
people we met who are part of the Resistance movement live on welfare 
or only work part-time. 


West Germans appear to be conservationist. Sidewalks are 
used to park cars sparing streets of parking/double parking problems 
and, of course, traffic jams. Everyone drives very fast because there 
is no speed limit. All cars are very small and there is no carbon 
monoxide in the air from car exhaust. Perhaps each car has a filter 
system built in. In the buildings, the hallway lights are timed so 
that electricity is consumed only when the stairwell is being used. 
The water is not consumable because of pollution. The food is decent 
and more inexpensive than in the U.S. We went to a Mexican restaurant 
in Frankfurt and, surprisingly, the music being played was 
“Salsa"--Hector Lavoe and Tito Puente. (The restaurant was trying to 
make Ana feel at home although the patrons all thought they were 
listening to Mexican music.) 


The West German population is highly controlled and regulated 
by the State. After World War II, there were many laws passed 
regulating the population, including instituting "identity cards". 
Everyone must carry their identity card and the police can demand it 
anytime. These identity cards look like passports; they are issued by 
the police and include a potograph, birthdate, birthplace, and parents 
names. The identity card also lists current residence. When a person 
moves into an apartment, they must register at the local police station 
within three days. The person must take their lease, signed by the 
landlord, to prove that they can live in the apartment. The address is 
recorded in the person's identity card and stamped by the local 
police. All persons living in the apartment must register with the 
police also. 


-1- 


If you are absent from your apartment for three months, the 
landlord can rerent. Before rerenting however, the landlord is 


required to go to the police station and report to them that the tenant 
is “missing.” 


The police set up roadblocks or barriers outside 
demonstrations, meetings, or other types of political gatherings and 


make everyone show their identity cards. People refer to this as 
"being controlled". At the trials, spectators must present identity 
cards in order to get into the courthouse. The identity cards are 


photocopied and filed with the court records. 


While we were in Germany, there was a lot of discussion about 
new legislation that was going to allow formal sharing of information 
by various state agencies. After World War II, Germany was divided 
into five regions, each one controlled by one of the Western allied 
powers: Each region was allowed to set up its own internal police 
system but there were strict regulations prohibiting the sharing of 
information. Also, there were separate agencies Set up for police 
functions and for intelligence functions. Of course, there has always 
been sharing of information on an “informal'" level--particularly about 
revolutionaries--but this new legislation represents a much more overt 
and offensive measure by the state. So, for instance, the State is 
talking about having plastic identification cards that people will have 
to use for every interaction for government funds, etc. This 
information will be fed directly into central computers from which the 
State will be able to extract profiles of groupings of people as well 
as individuals. 


People said that the State keeps very close track of everyone 
in the Resistance movement and that when someone drops out of sight fc: 
any period of time, the State automatically assumes that they have gone 
"underground". Since it is illegal to use any kind of faise 
identification for any purpose, it is "illegal" to live clandestinely. 
Hence, anyone who is suspected of being underground is automatically 
suspected of membership in the Red Army Fraction (RAF). All a person 
has to do to become a "fugitive" is drop out of sight. Wanted posters 
are all over the train stations. In 1985, the State started making 
videotapes of people they are looking for, using footage from 
demonstrations and surveillance photographs, and are playing these 
videos on television. 


Several conversations took place where we were able to 
exchange information regarding the counterinsurgency strategy used in 
W. Germany. We were warned not to speak about anything of substance in 
anyone's house since the apartments of political lawyers are bugged. 
There is an increasing number of political lawyers (approximately 30) 
who meet on a regular basis to establish joint legal/political 
strategies for captured RAF prisoners. and people from the Resistance. 


The political prisoners lead all of their defense work and it 


understood by the lawyers that they must be accountable to their 
clients. There is a very high level of respect and commitment to the 
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prisoners from these political lawyers. The political prisoners were 
instrumental in arguing for the consolidation of the anti-imperialist 
aboveground Resistance movement. The Resistance movement looks to the 
political prisoners for ideological guidance. Courts are packed when 
the prisoners make statements which are really political speeches. 


One distinction among political trials is between trials 
concerning people who do not deny membership in the RAF and trials of 


people in the Resistance. When they use the word "Resistance" they are 
only referring to people who are public activists. The underground 
activity is often referred to as "illegal activity". (This may be a 


problem with the translation since there is no comparable word in 
German for "clandestine".) So, for instance, a distinction is made 
between legal/illegal activity when speaking about advances in the 
struggle. Also, when someone is arrested who has been living 
"illegally", the person does not deny membership in RAF. They do not 
make a political distinction between different functions of 
clandestinity. 


Since 1981, the State has been trying to obliterate any 
distinction between the Resistance and the RAF and has been charging 
people in the public Resistance movement as members of RAF. This IS 
part of their strategy to criminalize political line. (The paper 
written by the German lawyers titled "Counterinsurgency in FRG" which 
is attached to this Report goes into more detail about this.) People 
from the public Resistance movement contest the evidence against them 
including membership in the RAF. 


A woman named Helga Roos was arrested in the end of mei 
She was not a member of the RAF and was part of the public Resistance 


movement. She was charged with membership in the RAF, and in Kesen 


particular, with aiding in the action against Kroisen. Kroisen is a 
high-ranking NATO officer. His car was hit by a bazooka although he 
survived the action. According to the State, the persons involved in 
the attack had camped out on a hill for several days waiting for 
Kroisen's car to pass by. After the attack, the police found the 
campsite including an empty package of cocoa. Somehow, the prosecution 
came up with the store where the cocoa had been purchased and the 
Storekeeper made an identification of Helga Roos as someone who had 
bought cocoa in his store. This was the only proof against her. 


During Helga's trial, Brigitte Monhaupt and Adelhaide Schultz 
testified. They have said they are members of RAF. At Helga's trial, 
they said that the State's argument was absurd; that the RAF certainly 
doesn't need people from the Resistance to buy their cocoa for them. 
Helga was convicted of membership in the RAF and sentenced to four 
years. Before the trial, the State had tried to put Helga in a menta? 
hospital in order to promote their position that she was not holding up 
well in prison. 


Proof of membership in the RAF usually consists only of 
evidence that the person was living Clandestinely. This includes 
possesion of false identification, renting apartments under false 
names, etc. The RAF prisoners don't contest membership in RAF or 
actions that have been claimed by RAF. In fact, their position is that 
since they are members of RAF, they are responsible for all actions 
that have been claimed by the RAF. 
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The RAF prisoners do contest charges that are not RAF actions, 
such as bank robberies. The RAF prisoners have never claimed any 
expropriation as a "political act." A distinction is drawn betweeen 
political/military actions and economic actions. (We were not too 
clear on why this distinction is made; communication was difficult 
sometimes due to language barriers.) 


There is also a new offense that the State has started using 
against the RAF prisoners in order to pile up charges (and sentences). 
This new offense is called "Possession of Weapons of War". It is a law 
that was passed after World War II and directed specifically at the 
Nazis. It was primarily intended to cover arms dealers and importers 
and prohibits such weapons as hand grenades and automatic weapons. let 
has been revived recently for use against the RAF prisoners. 


The RAF trials are held in two specially built courtrooms. One 
is in Dusseldorf in the middle of a Police Academy. The other is in 
Stammheim in a building located inside the grounds of the prison. The 
Stammheim courtroom looks like a big gymnasium or field house with high 
ceilings, exposed rafters, and tiny windows at the ceiling. The 
Dusseldorf courtroom is in a converted office building. 


There are five judges who sit along one wall facing the 


spectators. There is also an alternate judge who sits off to the 

side. On one side is a long bench for the,prosecution. On the 
opposite side are the benches for the defense. The lawyers sit behine 
the bench in the front row and the defendants sit at their bench behind 
the lawyers on a raised platform. The area which we refer to as the 
"well" of the courtroom is much larger than the area for the 
spectators. The Dusseldorf courtroom has room for 125 spectators and 


the Stammheim courtroom has room for around 250 spectators. 


There is no court reporter or tape recording of the proceedings. 
There are clerks who sit in the courtroom and write down the content of 
the legal authorities in the applications made by the lawyers and the 
decisions of the judges. The questioning of witnesses in not recorded 
in any fashion. 


The chief judge does most of the talking. He asks all the 
questions of the witnesses and when he is done, anyone else has to get 
his permission to ask questions. Neither side has the right to call 
witnesses, although they can suggest that witnesses be called. Before 
the trial starts, the prosecution assembles all the proofs for their 
charges including fingerprint and handwriting reports, statements from 
witnesses, documents, etc. The proof is sent first to the judges who 
review all the evidence; then the judges send the proof to the 
defense. The prosecution cannot use anything at trial that has not 
been sent through this process. This is very different from our trials 
where frequently the judge hears the evidence for the first time when 
it is presented to the jury. In Germany, the judges carefully prepare 
for the examination of the witnesses based on the documentary proof. 


The actual courtroom scene is very formal and "non-confronta- 
tional". It was a cross between a legislative hearing and a grand jury 
proceeding. There are no rules of evidence, no objections, no 
outbursts from either the defense lawyers or prosecutors, no arguments 
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with the judges, etc. Everyone sits at their place behind their bench 
with their microphone (which is controlled by the court clerks). 


In Germany, they do not use an adversarial system for trials bet 
instead, what is called the "civil codes". The judges and prosecutor 
are supposed to be neutral and are Supposed to extract the truth from: 
disinterested examination of all the evidence. There is no such thing 
as “impermissible" evidence for the fact-finder to consider. The 
judges who sit on the RAF trials belong to a special panel selected for 
these trials. Likewise, the prosecutors who present the cases belong 
to a special section that deals only with the RAF cases. The judges 
sit only twice a week. Presumably the other three days they are 
studying the evidence to be presented and preparing the examination of 
the witnesses. 


The two defendants are Helmut Poh! and Stefan Fr. Helmut is 
charged with membership in the RAF, participation in specific RAF 
actions and with two bankrobberies. Stefan is only charged with 
membership in the RAF. Both of them were arrested in the Summer of 
1984 with the two of the three women who are on trial in Stammheim. 
They were arrested when a gun went off in an apartment. One of the 
women went to the downstairs neighbor and said that one of the water 
Pipes had burst and they wanted to know if it was leaking into his 
apartment. He looked all around and said no. Later on, the neighbor 
looked more closely and discovered a bullet embedded in the molding. 
The neighbor immediately called the police which led to the arrest of 
the five comrades. 


Judy went to the trial on the opening day. There were about 75 
spectators and about 25 undercover police in the courtroon. Helmut is 
42 and very serious. the State calls him the "RAF'S thinker". Stefan 


is 24 and exudes energy. The two of them were quite a contrast 
although obviously deep comrades. 


The judges maintain very strict control of the courtroom. Tf 
you don't stand up, you are automatically expelled. The first thing 
the judge did was to give a lecture about courtroom decorum and to tell. 
all the spectators that he had the power to impose 7 day sentences to 
anyone who disturbed the proceedings. Spectators get these charges al? 
the time. (And, of course, if you are arrested for disturbing court, 
that means you will never get approved for a social visit witha 
political prisoner or be allowed to write.) 

When they brought Stefan and Helmut into the courtroom, Stefen 
held up his hand to show everyone that he was still hand-cuffed to the 
guard. The first application to the judge was to remove the handcuffs, 
which the judge ordered. The seating arrangements for the top row 
were guard/Stefan/guard/guard/Helmut/guard obviously preventing any 
communication between Stefan and Helmut and between them and the 
lawyers. The judge said that Helmut and Stefan could sit together but 
could not talk about the case. The final arrangement was that Helmut 
and Stefan sat next to each other with a guard on each side. Three 
more guards sat right behind them. 


This seating arrangement was expected and became the subject of 
a formal application. These are made by the lawyers reading prepared 
statements to the judges which are very stylized and formal. Then the 
lawyers hand the judges a copy of the statement, the judges go out and 
deliberate and come back in with a written opinion. Obviously this 
causes a lot of delay and waiting around. 


The lawyers made applications that day to remove the 
court-appointed defense lawyers. (Appointed by the judge for what we 
would call "stand-by" counsel in case any of the defense attorneys are 
expelled from the courtroom.) One of the defense lawyers said that the 
court-appointed lawyers should sit up at the bench with the judges; 
this caused much laughter from the spectators until the judge started 
getting itchy to have someone arrested. The lawyers also argued that 
the court-appointed lawyers should not be privy to attorney-client 
conversations because they are working for the State. The judges 
responded to this by saying that the Code of Ethics for lawyers means 
this situation is impossible because lawyers are bound the keep the 
confidences of their clients. 


The next application made by the attorneys was to permit the 
defendants to discuss the case outside the hearing of the guards. The 
judge had said the guards had to sit next to Stefan and Helmut because 
they weren't supposed to talk about the case and the guards had to 


monitor their conversations. The judge denied this application because 
under German law, defendants are not permitted to put forward a joint 
defense. This is to “protect the defendant" from the overbearing or 
influence of a co-defendant. Therefore, according to their logic, the 


ruling that Stefan and Helmut couldn't talk about the case was "for 
their benefit." 


The next application was to try Helmut and Stefan with the three 
women on trial in Stammheim. They were all charged with membership in 
RAF and with similar actions. The women in Stammheim had made the same 
application at the beginning of their trial and the judges had denied 
it there also. 


The final application was to prevent the proceedings from going 
forward at all. The was the main event of the day and it was the 
vehicle for Helmut to make a statement. First the lawyers talked about 
conditions of confinement making it impossible to prepare for trial. 
One of Helmut's lawyers is from Holland. (There is an agreement among 
all the Common Market countries that lawyers can appear in the courts 
of any country provided they know the language). The Dutch lawyer gave 
a detailed analysis of conditions of isolation as a form of torture and 
cited all the International Law condemning torture. The judges were 
very perturbed with her presentation and repeatedly interrupted her to 
say that her German wasn't good enough for her to represent Helmut. 

She persevered and was applauded by the audience when she had finished. 


Then finally, Helmut made a presentation. The way they have 
worked this out is that the lawyer makes the formal, stylized 
presentation citing all the authority and then defers to the defendant 
to state the reasons. Helmut spoke for over an hour. (Judy did not 
have a good translator on this day; basically all she was getting was 
the general gist of things. We have been promised the translation of 
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Helmut's presentation as soon as it is prepared.) There is a struggle 
going on in the Resistance coming from the prisoners on two major 
issues: one is building a West European anti-imperialist, anti-NATO 
Front linking the Resistance with the guerrilla movements. The other 
issue is a struggle from the prisoners that West European 
revolutionaries must understand that they are fighting for their own 
liberation from the technocracy and devastation of "bourgeois 
democracy". Helmut spoke about both these issues. 


While Helmut was speaking, the Judges sat impatiently and looked 
very displeased although they did not interrupt him. At one point, the 
court officer brought the xerox copies of the identity cards of all the 
Spectators to the chief judge. The judges spent the next 30 minutes 
examining the identity cards and peering at the spectators in the 
courtroom. 


It was clear that many of the spectators had come both to show 


their solidarity and to hear Helmut's presentation. People are very 
interested in what the prisoners say; generally speaking, no one is in 
court unless the prisoners are going to say something. So, for 


instance, when the prosectuor responded to Helmut's statement, the 
courtroom was empty. 


The three people on trial in Stammheim are Christa Eckes, Ingrid 
Jakobsmeier and Manuela Happe. All of them were arrested in the Sunmer 
of 1984; Christa and Ingrid were arrested with Helmut and two other 
people. The are all charged with membership in the RAF. In addition, 
Christa is charged with the Weapons of War offense, Ingrid is charged 
with two bankrobberies, and Manuela is charged with one bankrobbery and 
attempted murder arising from a shootout with the police when she was 
arrested. Manuela was arrested in the fields near a farm belonging to 
one of the judges from the Stammheim court. This trial began in 
October, 1985. 


The bankrobbery and Weapons of War charges are being contested. 
The main witness against Ingrid on the bankrobbery charge is a customer 
from the bank. He testified that the person he saw in the bank was 
wearing a hat and scarf with only her eyes exposed. He said that he 
had identified her eyes from the photographs brought to him by the 
police. The defense asked him, maybe if we brought you some more 
pictures, you could pick out someone else's eyes; the witness responded 
that maybe he could since he could only identify the eyes. Sometimes 
they beat certain charges which then affects the sentence which the 
judge can impose. - ` 


The proof against Christa for the Weapons of War charge consists 
of a notation on the diagram showing the location of a place in the 
woods (a "depot") where weapons were stored. The lawyers said that a 
lot of the trial consists of handwriting experts, fingerprint experts 
and other very boring testimony. 


The day Judy went to the Stammheim trial, a young man, who had 
been a former schoolmate of Stefan Frye, was testifying. He was not 
underground or active in the Resistance but had been a friend of 
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Stefan's for a long time. When Stefan was arrested, the police also 
arrested him and said they were going to charge him with membership in 
the RAF. Apparently the police worked him over very hard for several 
weeks and he finally agreed to testify for the State. He doesn't 
really know anything because he wasn't involved in anything; but he 
knows enough people so that he is brought out as the State's star 
witness all the time. 


The first time he testified was at the trial of Gisela Dutzi. 
She made a statement about him saying that he was a spineless coward 
who had not been able to withstand their pressure; however, she said he 
was not a traitor because he had not been a part of the RAF and had not 
been politically involved. The day he testified in Stammheim, the 
prisoners had told their lawyers that they would neither denounce him 
nor challenge his testimony and that he had become a tool of the State 
and would say anything they wanted him to say. 


While he was testifying, he appeared to be very nervous and to 
speak with great reluctance. The Chief Judge, who was doing all the 
questioning, was an excellent interrogator, changing back and forth 
quickly between being the paternalistic father and seeming to care 
about the witness and being the domineering father who would not take 
no for an answer. Watching the judge work this witness over was a real 
lesson. The overall impression of the witness was someone who was 
reluctant and knowledgeble. The information he gave was about who he 
saw in Stefan's apartment and he named a lot of names. He also said he 
went to Vienna with Stefan once and his job was to check out whether or 
not the hotels required the guests to sign the register. 


The defendants looked very well. They were not surrounded by 
guards and spent the entire time engaged in animated conversation. 
Since these courtrooms are so huge, you can carry on a convesation 
anywhere in the courtroom and no one pays attention. We understood à 
lot better what the lawyers mean when they say that the trial is the 
only time the prisoners ever get to be together. There are no Joint 
legal meetings and every document the lawyers want to take to a legal 
meetings must be reviewed by the judge first. 


Before Judy's arrival, the attorneys were trying to make 
arrangements for her to visit with four prisoners: Irmgard Moller, 
Gunter Sonnenberg, Helmut Pohl and Ingrid Jakobsmeier. The procedures 
for arranging visits with sentenced prisoners is different than the 
procedures for arranging visits with prisoners who are on trial. For 
the sentenced prisoners, the attorneys just have to negotiate with the 
prison; for the prisoners on trial, everything has to go through the 
judge. And of course, once the judge is involved, then the federal 
prosecutor gets involved also. ; 


Before Judy arrived, the visits with the two sentenced 
prisoners, Irmgard Moller and Gunter Sonnenberg, had been approved by 
their respective prisons. (For Gunter, first the prison said no;then 
they changed their mind and said yes.) Irmgard has been in jail since 
1972. She was initially sentenced to 4-1/2 years for a very 
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early RAF action (arson in a department store?); then while she was 
in jail, a former RAF member who had turned, testified against her 
and she was charged with several more RAF actions, including the 
bombing of an American Army base in Heidelberg, and sentenced to life 
in prison. She is eligible for parole next year but no one thinks 
that here is any chance she will be released. 


Irmgard was in Stammheim in 1976-77 when the four RAF members 
were murdered. She was attacked at the same time and fought back 
very hard. Her attacker used a prison-made knife and didn't stab her 
well enough to kill her. One of the lawyers said that they thought 
her attacker was an Israeli counterintelligence officer who had been 
brought in to carry out the murder. They believed the murders of the 
other RAF comrades were also carried out by "foreign" 
counterintelligence experts. 


The prison placed two restrictions on the visit with Irmgard. 
First, they made Judy go to the American Consulate in Hamburg the day 
before the visit to "verify" her identity. Apparently the prison had 
called the Consulate before she arrived and asked them what her 
Passport number was. The Consulate told them they had no idea who 
she was until she arrived and presented herself to them. 


The American Consulate building in Hamburg looks just like the 
White House. The security was intense but very discreet. First you 
are secarched by a German cop; he ended up being the only human being 
a visitor has any physical contact with. After passing through the 
metal detector, you go into a foyer. Off the foyer are several doors 
that are electronically controlled At the opposite end of the foyer 
is a little room with a large bullet proof glass window. The big, 
tough Marine stands behind the bullet proof glass all day and pushes 
the buttons which make the doors open and close. Then you go down a 
hallway to the Passport Control section. This was once a large open 
room with a counter. Now the counter is built up with more bullet 
proof glass and you have to shout at the people behind the counter 
through a tiny hole in the bullet proof glass. It took two hours to 
convince them to make one telephone call to the prison to "verify" 
Judy's identity. 


The second restriction the prison placed on this visit was 
that there had to be an interpreter. Irmgard was not allowed to 
speak in English. The visit was monitored by a man from state 
security and a guard from the prison who turned out to be the woman 
in charge of the political prisoners. Irmgard said that this guard 
had never before personally monitored her visits. Then we understood 
why the interpreter--the guard did not speak English and she wanted 
to know what was being said. 


: The prison is located in Lubeck about an hour's drive from 
Hamburg. It is an old prison in the middle of a medieval town. The 
Prison reminded Judy of Attica or Holmsburg. Judy was pat searched 
and metal-detected without incident, but wasn't allowed to take any 
papers into the visit. The interpreter was not a prison official; 
she was a professional interpreter who seemed to know the prison 
personnel. She was ok as an interpreter but clearly limited by not 
Knowing the political terminology. Irmgard interrupted her a few 
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times when she was not getting the conversation. 


Irmgard is in her late 30's. She was in very good spirits 
although she looked pale and as if she had been in prison for a long 
time. Irmgard started the visit by saying: "we are in a very rural 


area so I won't be able to discuss all the things that I would like." 
Judy told her that she brought greetings and solidarity from the 
political prisoners in the US; she also said that the north american 
prisoners had said that they had a great deal to learn from the 
struggle of the prisoners in Germany. Judy said that it was a great 


privilege for her to be able to meet Irmgard. She was very happy to 
hear all this. 


The visit was conducted in a small room. Judy was separated 
from Irmgard by a glass partition. You do not use telephones; you just 
shout through the glass. On one side of the partition was Judy, the 
interpreter, the guard from the prison and the man from state 
security. The guard and the man from state security took prolific 
notes the whole time. 


Judy asked Irmgard about the relationship of the prisoners to 
the movement; and remarked on what appeared to be a high level of . 
support from outside. She responded with a fairly general history of 
the struggle of the prisoners inside since the mid 70's including what 
she referred to as “our defeat" in 77-78 when the four comrades were 
murdered in Stammheim. Irmgard talked about the importance of the 
exposure of the myth of "social democracy” through the intense 
repression which followed, and the rebuilding of the anti-imperialist 
Resistance movement beginning in 1981. 


Irmgard asked Judy about the movement in the US. Judy talked 
about the national liberation struggles and the colonial nature of the 
US imperialist state. Irmgard was familiar with the sentencing 
statements of Susan Rosenberg and Tim Blunk (which have been translated 
into German and seemed to have been widely read). Irmgard remarked 
that the development of armed clandestine organization among white 
revolutionaries since 1981 is significant and represents a new 
direction. Judy said that she thought it represented a change toward 
an understanding of the task of white revolutionaries to build an arned 
capacity in the white oppressor nation but not a change in the content 
of the strategy to defeat the US imperialist state through solidarity 
with national liberation struggles. 


The visit lasted an hour but with the translation, the time just 
flew by. Irmgard is in one of the three groups of prisoners that 
exist. There are two other women prisoners from the RAF in her group. 
They are in a very small area within the prison which is closely 
controlled by the guards. They get to spend two hours per day 
together. It sounded a lot like the unit in Davis Hall. Irmgard gets 
one social visit per month for one hour. Judy was her social visit for 
the month. Her attorney can visit on weekdays during regular business 
hours. The attorney visits are contact visits. Irmgard also receives 
occasional visits from her family. These are in addition to the social 
visits and are contact visits. 
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Judy met the woman who visits Irmgard for the one social visit 


K 


per month. She says she is watched by the State very closely all the 


time and that they are always doing things to interfere with her 
visits. It is a constant struggle to get the one hour per month. 
She can also write, but letters are frequently banned by the prison 
for containing “illegal information" Once a letter is banned, it 
usually isn't long before the visitor is prohibited from conducting 
social visits so correspondence can never be very contentful. 


The next visit was supposed to take place on days later with 
Gunter Sonnenberg. He was shot in the head when he was arrested in 
May, 1977. At the time of his arrest, he was operated on and the 
bullet was removed from his head. There were two immediate problems 
after the operation. One was receiving proper rehabilitation to 
retrain the brain. The other was making sure that the remaining 
bullet fragments didn't cause brain damage. Neither of these have 
been dealt with. 


Instead of receiving rehabilitation, Gunter was placed in 
total isolation even though there were other RAF prisoners in the 
prison. Gunter retrained himself to walk, read, write, eat, etc. in 
total isolation. Apparently one of the long-term effects is that he 
has a difficult time remembering sequence of events. So, Gunter 
adopted the practice of keeping detailed notes of what he does every 
day so he can orient himself at any time. „When the prison wahts to 
harass him, they go in his cell and steal all his notes. During the 
hunger-strike in '84-85, Gunter began to experience epileptic 
seizures. One of the things the prison did to him towards the end o 
the hungerstrike was to take away his anti-seizure medicine. 


Gunter lapsed into a coma at the end of the hungerstrike. 
the State experimented on Gunter with their new tactic to combat the 
hungerstrikes which they call the "coma solution". With this, the 
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State wajts until the prisoner has lost consciousness; then they take 


the prisoner to a "hospital" where they can do whatever they want. 
The prisoners who were subjected to this during the '84-85 
hungerstrike have reported that they are certain they were poisoned 


under the guise of intravenous feeding. Gunter has tried to remember 


everything he can since he was lapsing in and out of consciousness. 
The prisoners have said that the "coma solution" is difficult to 
resist because it is not always clear who the enemy is, particularly 
when what you must resist is the solution being fed into your 
bloodstream. When they are trying to force feed you, you are 
conscious and can clearly recognize your enemy and resist when they 
tie you down and force the tubes into stomach. 

One reason why the State had to develop the "coma solution" 
was because the force feeding was not working. First the prisoners 
were resisting; and second, the State was having trouble finding 
doctors who would supervise it. Some of the prisons have their own 
doctors who would supervise the force feeding. But, the prisons 
which had to rely on outside doctors as consultants could not always 
find doctors to do it. 
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The other immediate concern about Gunter's medical condition 
having the doctor of his choice do the testing to determine what the 
left-over bullet fragments are doing inside his skull. Apparently the 
prison doctors have done the testing and have reported that the 
fragments are in one location and that tissue has grown around them in 


is 


a little ball. This would be good; but of course there iS no reason to 
believe the prison doctors. The demand is for Gunter's immediate 
release. One of the things the State is saying in response is that 


rehabilitation will have no effect now. 


Gunter testified at the trial of Christain Klar and Brigitte 
Monhaupt in 1984. It was very difficult for him because it was the 
first time he had been out of isolation since his arrest in 1977. 
(There is a translation of his testimony being sent to us which we will 
pass on.) Christain and Brigitte were charged with the assassination 
of Bubeck, the State prosecutor, which occurred in 1977 after Ulricke 
Meinhoff was murdered in Stammheim. The State's line was that Andreas 
Baader had given Brigitte the order to kill Bubeck. Gunter testified 
at the trial to say this was ridiculous, that the people outside knew 
what to do al] by themselves and weren't being "directed" by anybody 
inside. Another prisoner, Knut Folkerts, also testified at the trial. 
He said that having people direct other people to carry out orders is a 
structure of the State; that the RAF is a collective and doesn't 
operate that way.” 


Initially the prison had refused to allow Judy to visit with 
Gunter. Then, after the lawyers protested, the prison decided to allow 
it. However, the day after the visit with Irmgard, the prison said 
Judy could not visit because she was closely connected to "similar 
terroristic organizations" in the U.S., such as the United Freedom 
Front, and that she had spoken last year at the Stuttgard Symposium on 
conditions of political prisoners in the US. This turned out to be the 
same line the federal prosecutor used with the judges to block the 
visits with Helmut and Ingrid. Attached to this report is a rough 
translation of the federal prosecutor's letter to the judges, Judy's 
response, and one of the decisions from the judge in Stammhein. 


While we were in Germany, a new, German-made movie was opening. 
The movie is called "Stammheim" and is about Ulricke Meinhoff. The 
movie is taken from a book written by a "progressive" 
journalist/writer, who has some credentials in the left. During the 
‘84-85 hungerstrike, this writer was able to get one of the few tv 
interviews for the families. The interview turned out to be very good 
from the perspective of the families, and based on this, they agreed tc 
be interviewed for this book. The writer also claims to have gotten 
copies of personal letters written by Ulricke. The position of the 
book/movie is that Ulricke committed suicide. 


-12- 


People we talked to felt that the book/movie was high level 
counterintelligence. Obviously, it is intended to attack 
revolutionary character. The other thing that people told us is that 
after the '84-85 hungerstrike, a much broader spectrum of people in 
Germany were beginning to talk about the demand of the prisoners to 
be placed together in groups. This book/movie argues against 
thatwith the line that you can't put RAF prisoners together because 
they will kill each other. 


We heard before we left that there had been-several actions 
against the movie on its opening night. Apparently in Hamburg, they 


couldn't show the movie because the film had "disappeared". There 
was also supposed to be a discussion after the film which was totally 
disrupted. ; 


Our interest was to be able to interview, via tape recorder, 
the family members of the RAF and other political prisoners, but we 
were prohibited by the families from using any technical aids (no 
photographs, no tapes). Discussions took place concerning whether or 
not their names should be used. The following is general collective 
information from various family members. 


The repression launched against the families after a capture 
has not dispersed the families, but in fact, has brought them 


together to find ways to resist. Family members receive anonymous 
telephone death threats. They operate on the assumption that their 
houses and telephone are bugged. No one touches literature with 
fingertips. 


All visits with prisoners are closely monitored. During 
visits the State attempts to create a commotion to disturb visits or 
to create or develop a mechanism to divert the focus of conversation 
with the prisoner during the visit so as to make the visit a 
difficult experience. Visit length is determined by the nature of 
the prisoner's status. Pre-trial detainees receive four hours per 
month and convicted prisoners much less time, usually one hour per 
month. The State just denies visits if they conclude that the visits 
from family members provide strength to the prisoner. This is 
considered “aiding the terrorist" and is a violation of Section 
129(a). There is an overall criminalization of the support work the 
family provides, but the State's charges have not been upheld. So 
far, there have been over 100 trials against family members to obtain 
information about the guerrilla fighters. 


Family members who support armed struggle and are highly 
Further, the author "analyzes" that Ulricke was beginning to break 
under the isolation and that she was being criticized for this by 
4— Gundrin Ensslin. The line of the book/movie is that the criticism 
from Grundrin was what pushed Ulricke over the line and what caused 
her to commit suicide. 
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politicized are not allowed to visit. The State uses prior charges 
as a justification for denying visits. Thus the State does try to 
create a wedge betweeen political and non-political families through 
the utilization of the visitation privileges. (A similar pattern 
exists in the Congolese struggle where family members of captured 
combatants are automatically denied educational, health and work 
benefits.) 


When family members do propoganda work, the State responds 


with: "Don't believe the families, they are also terrorists." 
Families are visited by police and are constantly asked why their 
children have become terrorists if they raised them properly. The 


intent is to belittle their parental abilities. Videos and films are 
shown of political prisoners portraying them as vile criminals. 


In the prisons, the prisoners are isolated in cells which are 
next to empty ones prventing a prisoner from hearing anyting for a 
long period of time. If a political prisoner is allowed out for 
so-called "recreation," it consists of walking back and forth in an 


aisle on the roof top surrounded by a metal fence and an armed guard 
at each end. 


Family members and groupings play a vital role in the 
politicization of the struggle of the political prisoners. They 
organize most protest actions and sit-ins to protest prison 
conditions. After a public activity, the families issue press 
releases to publicize their actions. They have picketed in front of 
the home of a Judge who has presided over. RAF trials. 


West German Families: A Conversation 

The following is a report of conversations with family members 
and friends of the following prisoners: Brigitte Monhaupt, Christain 
Klar, Helmut Pohl, Stefan Frye, Volker Storuls, Barbara Ernst, 
Manuela Happe, Ingrid Jakobsmeier, Christa Eckes, Gunter Sonnenberg, 
Adelhaide Schulz, and Rolf Clemens Wagner. The family members make 
it very clear that they work for all the prisoners. 


Family members were asked whether the prisoners made a 
political distinction between the prisoner of war (POW) and the 
political prisoner positions. After a long discussion among 
themselves, their answer was that it continues to be discussed among 
the prisoners and the movement. Clearly, the RAF prisoners are 
understood to be POWs based on their resistance to the State from the 
moment of their capture. The RAF prisoners have demanded to be 
treated in accordance with the Geneva Convention. The families 
explained that the strength and understanding of POW status comes 
from the resistance of the people. The RAF prisoners do not 
recognize the right of the State to prosecute them for political acts 
under the national laws of West Germany and only refer to 
International Law in responding to charges of membership in the RAF 
or charges of specific actions claimed by the RAF. 


The families explained that the RAF prisoners do not cal] 


themselves POWs because this is still the subject of political 
discussion: also, it has been a tactical decision to describe 
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themselves as political prisoners. A central struggle in W. Germany 


is the grouping of all political prisoners into one prison. If a 
distinction is drawn between POWs and political prisoners, then the 
State has a justification to keep the prisoners separate. Therefore, 


using the political prisoner position for both guerrillas and members 
of the Resistance movement will not create a basis for the State to 
house then in different prisons and impose different conditions. 
Another important factor is to maximize support from the whole 
movement for political prisoners and to unify the Resistance movement 
with the struggle of the prisoners. 


When asked if there is a difference between prison conditions 
for the political prisoners who are understood to be POWs and the 
conditions of prisoners from the Resistance movement, the families 
responded that prior to 1975, the prisons did impose different 
conditions, and distinctions were drawn by the State, not by the 
Supportérs and the movement. After the passage of Section 129 in 
1975, the State treats everyone the same way. Section 129 makes it 
illegal to be a member of or to support a “"terroristic organization.. 
Anyone sentenced under this law is automatically subject to the 24 
point confinement statute. The 24 points include absolute control of 
and mandate isolation within the prison. The points also include a. 
ban on regular visitation, correspondence and literature privileges. 
Since 1975, the prisons have made no distinction between guerrillas 
and prisoners from the Resistance movement, For example, in 1983, 
there was a mass demonstration against Bush when he went to W. 
Germany. There were many arrests at the time; five people from the 
Resistance remain imprisoned under the same conditions as the RAF 
prisoners, who are understood as POWs. During the hungestrike of 
1984-85, prisoners from the Resistance movement participated in the 
hungersrike and demanded to be grouped with the RAF prisoners. 


All prisoners participated in the hungerstrike, both the 
guerrillas and the public activists. This created a unified force 
within the public movement. The repressive state apparatus, the 
institution of Section 129 and the increasing number of arrests have 
made it clear that all political activity, whether underground or 
aboveground, is "illegal" in the eyes of the State. The public 
movement has had to engage in a dialogue and develop a unified 
position of support for all prisoners, including the guerrillas. The 
RAF prisoners have provided the most consistent ideological guidance 
to the whole movement. 


When asked how the arrests and imprisonment of their loved 
ones has affected the families and if they have been harassed by the 
State, they responded-with one answer: the State has always used all 
means available to portray the family committees as illegal and 
criminal. The State attempts to criminalize the support work for the 
prisoners by arresting family members, thereby giving them a record 
for charges which do not hold up in court. Family members have 
received threats from State agencies, their homes have been raided, 
and their publications (such as newsletters, press releases, chants 
demanding placement in groups, etc.) have been confiscated. From 
documents seized during one of these raids, a family member was 
accused of collaborating with the underground in violation of Section 
129. Although the charges were dropped, the State attempted to 
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terrorize the family member. 


The family committees have been barred from using the public 
media. In turn, they have developed a method to bring the 
information to the public. The family members explain that in 1983 
they did a public action to support the demand to transfer Bernd 
Rosner. In Munich, the family committees took over the Ministry of 
Justice building. They chained themselves, one to the other, to 
dramatize the situation. Everyone who participated in this action 
was accused of violating Section 129. Another action took place last 
year where a family committee picketed in front of the home of the 
Chief Judge who was presiding over the trial of Christain Klar and 
Brigitte Monhaupt. All participants were arrested and physically 
attacked by the police. One of the participants was accused of 
resisting an order from the executive police and the others were 
accused of violating Section 129. 


Even with all the police attacks and repression directed at 
the familiy committees, their work around the prisoners has not 
ceased. All their support comes from the Resistance movement. 
Members of the family committees range from youngest daughter/son to 
the eldest (grandparent). Everyone is involved and there is a clear 
political understanding of the prisoners and the nature of the State. 


Spain 


Spain has over 700 political prisoners from the three 
Oppressed nationalities and the anti-imperialist movement. The 
Basque people (Vascos) are located in the northeastern region of 
Spain. ETA is the Basque guerrilla movement fighting for national 
liberation. The Cataluna people are located in the northwestern 
region of Spain and have a totally different language. Their 
guerrilla movement is called FRAP. The Galacia, "los Gallegos", are 
located in the southern region of Spain. Spain's direct colony is 
the Canary Islands which is located in the southwestern part of 
Spain. In the Canary Islands, NATO has military bases and nuclear 
weapons. The movement against NATO is immense. Last year over a 
million people demonstrated against the NATO presence in the Canary 
Islands. This year a referendum will be held to decide whether or 
not to expel all NATO forces from Spain. 


There is also a strong anti-imperialist movement both 
above-ground and under-ground. The military organization is called 
GRAPO (Grupas de Resistencia Antifascista Primero de Octubre) and the 
political organization is called PCE(r) (Partido Communista de 
Espana--Reconstituid6é). The PCE(r) is. a political party with 
Marxist/Leninist ideology. GRAPO'S first armed action took place on 
October 1, 1975 in response to the killing of two militants of ETA 
and three militants of FRAP by Franco's police forces. This action 
was in solidarity with the national movements taking place in Spain. 
A book written by Juan Garcia Martin, Historia _del_ PCE(r)_ y de los 


GRAPOS, explains that GRAPO'S formation was to support the internal 


oppressed national movements. 


Spain out of all West European countries is notorious for its 
torture of political prisoners and repressive legal system even under 
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its social/democrat government. The repressive judicial system at one 
time was directed solely at the armed combatants, but as repression has 
escalated, the whole of the Resistance movement has been under attack 
indluding youth groups, anarchist groups, and legal organizations. 


Special "anti-terrorist" legislation was passed by the Socialist 
Party in 1984. It is characterized by two categories of offenders: 
"terrorists" and "rebels". The legislation implicitly recognizes the 
political nature of the trials because it establishes special courts 
and special procedural regulations which do not guarantee the normal 
rights of an accused. The courts, called "Audencia Nacional", are held 
in different locations and are usually kept secret. Recently, the 
State has used this secret judicial system against arrested PCE(r) 
militants. The PCE(r) is a public above-ground communist 
organization. The State has used the special secret judicial 
procedures against PCE militants to try to link them to the underground 
movement. 


The "anti-terrorist" law has no territorial boundaries. Anyone 
who is considered a "terrorist" from any country and who passes through 
Spain can be prosecuted in Spain under these laws, even though the 
actions may have taken place in another country. There is an 
“anti-terrorist" police network operating throughout W. European 
countries. Captures of combatants from different groups have taken 
place in several countries indicating that there is internal police 
cooperation. For example, Spanish police have entered France to arrest 
Spanish citizens including political activists and armed combatants. 
The "anti-terrorist" laws give the police a right of entry into Spain, 
France, Italy and Ecuador for purposes of making arrests. This has the 
same effect as treaty agreements between countries. 


Three PCE(r) members (2 women and 1 man) were captured in Peris 
by a joint Spanish/French police force in January, 1986. They have 
been kept incommunicado since their capture. Even a letter from a 
Spanish judge authorizing a lawyer to see them has been unsuccessful. 
The State has said that one of them is the General Secretary of the 
PCE(r). The families and lawyers said they are very afraid for their 
lives at this point. They believe that the intent is to have then 
disappeared. It is likely that the Spanish government will seek their 
extradition strengthening the "anti-terrorist" collaboration between 
Spain and France. 


There are three prisons where more than 700 political prisoners 
are housed: Herrera de la Mancha, Soria, and Carabanchel. Herrera de 
la Mancha is where most of the ETA (Basque) prisoners are housed; these 
comrades are subjected to much physical torture in this prison. All of 
the GRAPO and some of the ETA prisoners are housed in Soria. The 
GRAPO/PCE(r) prisoners have been able to win Many victories while in 
prison as a result of a major hungerstrike in 1984. They were placed 
in the same prison, Soria, together where they have developed communal 
living and have much control over the internal affairs of the prison. 
For instance, they have their own print shop inside the prison. 
Materials are brought from outside but the rest of the work is done 
within the prison. The biggest problem is physical violence from the 
guards. The political prisoners are constantly provoked. Tf they 
fight back, their rights are restricted; they may be fined or sentenced 
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to Isolation for 3 = 6 monthis: 


The State has attempted to create some division and antagonism 
between the GRAPO and ETA prisoners by creating different conditions 
inside. Thus, while GRAPO prisoners are doing relatively well, the ETA 
prisoners in Herrera de la Mancha are being tortured and living in 
cells full of rats, roaches, and fleas. 


The women political prisoners, including prisoners from both 
GRAPO and ETA, are housed at Carabanchel. In early 1985, Spain 
reorganized the prisons and transferred a lot of prisoners around. For 
instance, before 1985, Carabanchel had been an all male prison. 
Carabanche is a very small prison with a maximum capacity of 40 
prisoners; currently, there are over 100 women there. In November, 
1985, the women political prisoners were moved to a special wing and 
have had their tiny cells double bunked. The family members explained 
that tHe women are forced to open their windows for air but that male 
guards (National Guard) standing outside peek into their windows. 


This new wing has very bad conditions; it is very crowded, the 
facilities for visits are extremely bad making it impossible to hear 
your visitor. There is only one room for attorney visits. The women 
political prisoners from GRAPO and ETA have been on a hungerstrike 
since January 27, 1986 to get these conditions changed. The demands of 
the hungestrike are more rooms for visits and different cells with one 
prisoner per cell. They made these demands before they started the 
hungerstrike. The prison responded by sentencing them all to 26 days 
in isolation. Then the women started the strike. While women are in 
isolation, they are routinely subjected to physical brutality from the 
guards and macing in their cells. While we were in Germany, we learned 
that the men in Soria joined the hungerstrike in solidarity with their 
women comrades. 


The following are some of the methods of torture used 
in Spain against political prisoners: 


-- Placement of prisoner in total isolation for more 
than 30 days; 

-- Putting a plastic bag over the head of the 
prisoner causing suffocation to force a confession 
(la Bolsa); 

_-- Chaining a prisoner upside down on a stick in a 
squatting position with hand cuffs on ankles and 
wrists (la Barra); 

-- Dipping a prisoner's face in a tub full of water 
containing human feces in an attempt at drowning 
(la Bafiera); 

-- Taking a prisoner out to the countryside and 
beating with a stick all over the body 

-- Placing electric wiring at the wrist, ankles and 
in private areas to cause electric shocks 

-- Inserting a stick in the vagina of women prisoners 


Chapters of the Spanish family committee, the AFAPP (Asociacion 
de Familiares y Amigos de Presos Politico) are located in five major 
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cities. They publish local and national magazines covering all 
information on the prisoners. The family committees do all the 
mobilizing for demonstrations at the prisons and carry out the 
campaigns in support of hungerstrikes. The family committees consist 
of both GRAPO and ETA prisoners' families. 


We had the honor to meet two middle-aged mothers of GRAPO 
prisoners, one of whom was an anti-fascist fighter during the Spanish 
Civil War. These women had travelled by car from Spain to Germany (20 
hour drive) to speak at the Congress. Their energy and commitment to 
the struggle was inspiring. 


Lawyers from West Germany, France, Spain, Italy, the Netherlands 
and U.S., met for two days while the Congress was meeting. Some of the 
lawyers also participated in making presentations at the Congress. The 
following is a summary of the reports made by the lawyers at the legal 
meeting. We also discussed the formation of a grouping of West 
European and U.S. lawyers. 


There are 600 members of the Red Brigades (RB) in prison at the 
present time. The lawyer who attended the meeting represents one of 
the men charged with the kidnapping of Dozier. Since his client has 
been captured, he has been subjected to periodic torture include 
electro-shocks to his genitals. Only 120 of the RB prisoners are 
considered to be still "hard core" or the "irreducibli". The others 
fall into two categories: those who did not withstand the torture and 
have given information to the State and those who have denounced the 
Red Brigades and the armed struggle but have not given up any 
information. 


1986 will be characterized in Italy by major "political 
trials". The most spectacular will be against 500 members of the 
Mafia. The State has build a special court building for the trial 
which has a special political character to it. They have built an 
apartment for the judge inside the building. The whole idea of this 
super-security courthouse shows the contradiction between "beautiful 
Italy" in the travel posters and the reality of the social/political 
situation. 


Italy is of such strategic importance because the NATO bases in 
Naples have been the center of the warfare in the Mediterrean. The 
State has very close ties to the Mafia; for instance, the missile bases 
were built by Mafia companies. Because of the State's relationship to 
the Mafia, the outcome of the Palermo trial has great significance. 
The Mafia organization provides the mass of votes for the largest 
political party in Italy. Studies have shown a direct connection 
between general illiteracy in the region where votes for this party are 
the greatest. 


There is also a close connection between the Mafia and the 
neo-Nazis. Italy has seen more fascist attacks against the people than 
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any other European country. There have been 100's of these attacks; 
but until recently, it has not been clear who plans and coordinates 
these attacks. Even though the identity of the people responsible is 
now known, not all of the people responsible for these attacks have 
been subjected to the jurisdiction of the courts. For example, last 
year those responsible for the Milan railroad bombing were freed. 
Also, another fascist closely connected to the CIA was recently 
released from prison. The fascist leader whose group was responsible 
for the attack in Milan (which killed 7 people) is still a member of 
the Italian Parliament. The Judge prosecuting the case has asked for 
permission from the Parliament to include him in the trial but the 


Parliament hasn't “had time" to decide whether it will waive his 
immunity. 


The Italian Penal Code is still the same one that the Fascists 


wrote. In 40 years, the Italian Parliament has not found the time to 
make a new Code. The Fascists had written it in less than seven 
years. 


The lawyer said he was elaborating on the treatment of the 
fascists in order to contrast it with the treatment given to the 
revolutionaries. 


His client is the son of a worker who has attended some 
college. In four years, his client has been permitted visits with 
his family three times. The lawyer sent him a dictionary. However, 
the prison regulations state that packages must weigh less than 5 
kg. Since the dictionary weighed more, the prison resolved this 
problem by simply cutting the dictionary in half. The lawyer is not 
permitted contact visits with his client and all visits depend on the 
prisoner's "good behavior". Denial of visits is one of their classic 
forms of punishment for "disobeying" orders. 


The State's questioning of political prisoners is very highly 
developed. Their main goal is to get the prisoners to denounce the 
armed struggle and to say that they are no longer members of the Red 
Brigades. Many prisoners have done this, but have refused to give 
the police any information or to testify for the State. There is a 
lot of discussion in the Left about how to relate to these prisoners. 


The trial against the Red Brigades will involve 600 defendants 
and will probably start next summer. This will not be a trial for 
specific "criminal" acts, as in the past, but rather a mass trial on 
charges of insurrection and "preparation for civil war". The State 
will use the trial to celebrate the ruling class "victory" over the 
Red Brigades. The State has decided to make this an expressly 
political trial and not let it be "contaminated" with criminal acts 
for which the defendants may be acquitted. 


According to the lawyer, this is a trial for all workers, for 
all of the European Left because it has the possibility to put 
forward the right to fight imperialism. The government and justice 
system have decided to make this a political trial for the 
psychological effect of their “victory” over the revolutionary 
struggle. However, the Justice Department is becoming concerned and 
is not so self-confident. The government is afraid that the 
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direction and polities of the trial will slip out of their hands. 
Recently the Press has had a complete news blackout on the trial in 
order to give the State time to prepare their trial strategy and 
trial propoganda. Also, the Legislature has passed a law making it 
illegal to publish letters written by the prisoners. 


Since 1981, the Socialists in power have tried to criminalize 
the political prisoners. The government doesn't want to admit that 
there are political prisoners by giving any special recognition to 


them in the jails. There are four groupings of political prisoners 
in France: 


AN. Prisoners from French colonies, particularly from 
Guadaloupe. (The French lawyer said he has never had any 
contact with these prisoners.) 


Ae Foreign political prisoners from Italy, Spain, and 
Palestine. These prisoners face double repression from the 
State because they are fighting extradition as well as well as 
any criminal charges in France resulting from their arrest 
such as weapons charges. 


3. Political prisoners from the Resistance movement including 
people arrested at demonstrations, riots, etc. Since the 
Socialists took power, people have been getting 3 months for 
these types of offenses. Trade unionists get the same charges 
for strikes and pickets and only get fines. 


4. Members of the armed struggle. There are currently ten 
prisoners who are charged with membership in Action Direct. 
Since the hungerstrike in 1984, they have not been totally 
isolated although they are housed in high security wings in 
small groups with other prisoners. This way they have the 
possibility of contact with other prisoners. 


In April, 1985, there were widespread strikes in the Paris 
prison over conditions. The political prisoners of Action Directe 
played a leading role during these actions and many other prisoners 
took up the strike. 


The prisoners can only be visited by family members. They can 
receive mail from outside but they are prohibited from writing to 
each other. One of the women prisoners charged with membership in 
Action Directe, Dominique, has been placed in solitary confinement 
after the Director of the Prison stated she was afraid that Dominique 
would organize among the other prisoners. The militants from the 
armed struggle are very isolated from the movement as well as from 
society at large. They receive little support. There are no 
organized relatives committee or defense committee who give support 
from outside. The reason for this isolation is that the Left in 
France has been coopted by the Socialists who are in power. Many 
individuals who supported Action Directe in the past are now part of 
the power structure. For instance, some of the lawyers that used to 
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represent political prisoners are now part of the Ministry of 
Jus tice”. Other lawyers are working with the Socialist government on 
penal reforms. 


The political trials against the persons charged with 
membership in Action Directe will begin in the Spring. There will be 
three separate trials: two for armed robbery and assassination of 
police officers and one for membership in a criminal association. 

All the prisoners will be together for the three separate trials. 
For the most serious charges, they face a life sentence; for the 
association charge, they face 10 years. The attorney predicted that 
on this charge, the leaders would probably get 8 years and the other 
would get 4 years. 


The prisoners have no illusions about what will happen; they 
don't want to play the part for the Socialist's so-called justice 
system and participate in a farce. They are thinking of 
participating in the trial concerning membership in a 
criminalassociation, since it will be held in the highest court and 
will be the largest proceeding. They don't want to fight the charges 
on a legal level but on a political level. 


Their demand inside the prisons has been to be put together 
with other "social" prisoners. They don't want to be isolated from 
the rest of the prison although they do want to be together. 


Report From the Spanish Lawyers 

The radius of repression is extending outward. It used to be 
that the political trials were only against persons alleged to be 
connected to one of the organizations engaged in armed struggle. Now 
repression has extended to the Resistance movements, even to 
unorganized people who just show up at demonstrations. The Justice 
Department tries to hide this fact by trying the militants from the 
Resistance within the regular, criminal] justice system. In other 
cases, the State tries to camoflage repression by saying the person 
on trial is "allied" to one of the armed clandestine groups. 


The PCE(r) and GRAPO prisoners are fighting their cases | 
together. The government tries to depoliticize these cases by 
holding them in the regular criminal courts instead of the special 
courts set up for “anti-terrorism”. 


In a recent trial against PCE(r) members, the State tried then 
on charges of “Provocation”. (Provocation was defined by the lawyers 
as "the general instigation to commit a crime".) This had never been 
done before. The evidence against them consisted of two declarations 
made by GRAPO members under torture. There was no lawyer present 
when the declarations were made. When a person is arrested in Spain, 
he or she can be held for ten days without consultation with a 
lawyer. It is during this period that the torture takes place. 


The GRAPO comrades who made the statements came to the trial 
three times and said that they had been tortured and had not made 
truthful statements; still the judge accepted the testimony. The 
content of the statements was that the defendants belonged to the 
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Executive Committee of GRAPO. At the trial, the GRAPO prisoner, 


witnesses said that there was no such body as an Executive Committee 
within GRAPO. 


The State appointed lawyers for the comrades on trial: the 
only defense they put forward was that the charges should be 
dismissed because they did not have the lawyers of their choice. 


The comrades were sentenced to 21 years for this crime of 
"provocation". At the sentencing, the Judge said the defendants 
belonged to the “Central Committee" of GRAPO even though there had 
been no testimony at all during the trial about a Central Committee. 


Members of the armed struggle do not participate in the 
trials; they denounce then. People from the Resistance usually take 
part in their trials. The defendants cannot make any statements or 
represent themselves; the lawyers have to make all of their 
Statements for them. 


There was a period of time when there were two or three of 
these political trials every day. They usually last anywhere from 30 
Minutes to three hours. Some are over in 5 minutes. One murder 
trial against a political prisoner was over in one hour. At the 
beginning of the proceedings, usually the prisoner jumps up and tries 
to give a statement before they are removed from the courtroom. 


Proposal _For Cooperation Among The Lawyers 

On the second day of the lawyers' meeting, we discussed a 
proposal to organize an association of lawyers from W. Europe and the 
US who represent political prisoners. We agreed that before 
constituting such an association, we needed to have some practice 
together. The final plan was to appoint an interim planning 
committee composed of one lawyer from Spain, Italy, France and West 
Germany. This committee is responsible for planning a meeting to be 
held in June to finalize the association, for gathering more 
information from the different countries on political trials and 
conditions for the prisoners, and for implementing some concrete work 
around two areas: support for the PCE(r) who were captured in Paris 
and support for the French lawyer who will be representing Action 
Directe. We raised support for the campaign around William Morales. 
All the lawyers said they would cooperate with any letter writing 
campaign, etc. We need to discuss how US lawyers could relate to 
such an association and what work to propose. 


- 


THE_CONGRESS 

While we were in Frankfurt, there was a meeting of the anti- 
imperialist, anti-capitalist Resistance throughout Western Europe. 
People referred to the meeting as the Congress. The goals of the 
Congress were twofold: to bring together forces from the 
anti-imperialist, anti-NATO Resistance movements in West European 
countries and to link politically the Resistance with the guerrilla 
movements in order to build a West European Front against 
Imperialism. This is the strategy the Red Army Fraction argued for 
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in their paper published in May, 1982 (also called the "Front 
Paper"). 


The public anti-imperialist movement in W. Germany has been 
able to overcome setbacks and to fight against repression by 


developing a real clandestine mentality. Although anti-imperialist 
forces meet informally in many different cities in W. Germany, there 
is no visible structure or organization. For example, there are no 


addresses or Post Office box numbers on any leaflets or propoganda. 
Security consciousness is high. No one talks on the telephone. 
Demonstrations and other public events are organized by word of 


mouth. For the Congress, no major publicity was done such as radio 
or newspaper advertisements. All mobilizing was done by word of 
mouth. They have an incredible word-of-mouth network since they were 


able to mobilize more than 1,000 people to the Congress. 


. In the recent period, the public anti-imperialist movement has 
been brought together by the political prisoners, particularly during 


the 1984-85 hungerstrike. There are two sectors in the movement: an 
autonomist and a leftist. The autonomist sector is extremely 
militant and primarily addresses domestic issues such as housing 
problems ("squatters"), nuclear power, military build-up, etc. Sone 
of their actions include armed actions. The leftist movement is 


focused more on the political prisoners and the fight against fascism 
and imperialist. At certain points, these forces have not worked 
together; since 1981, they have been coming together, and in 
particular, during the 1984-85 hungerstrike. During the 
hungerstrike, there were actions coming from both the undeground and 
the public movements in support of the prisoners. When the public 
Resistance movement carries out an action (which are very militant), 
they always leave a communique explaining their action. 


The purpose of the Congress was to consolidate the various 
anti-imperialist forces within W. Germany and within W. Europe. We 
didn't get to spend too much time at the plenary sessions of the 
Congress because the lawyers meeting and families' meetings were 
happening at the same time. Also, the translation was not very well 
organized so often we couldn't understand very much. We spent some 
time at our literature table and talked to people from Holland, 
Greece, France, Sweeden, Ireland, Spain, among others. 


Ana and Judy made a joint presentation on Monday night at the 
Congress to a packed auditorium of approximately 800 people. They 
both read statements from prisoners in the U.S. as well as making 
other remarks. Unfortunately there was no time afterwards for a 
question and answer period. 


It is very difficult for us to assess the success/failure of 
the Congress since we were little more than observers. We will have 
to wait to hear how the German comrades evaluate the Congress. Judy 
attended one workshop for non-Germans at the Congress. There were 
about 80 people there. Most of the time was spent discussing what to 
discuss. One criticism we heard often was that little had been done 
to integrate the non-German speaking people into the big meetings. 
Everything was translated into German but no other languages. The 
political criticism was that although the Congress was supposed to be 
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about building a West European Front, in reality, most of the 
Congress was about the situation in Germany. Although people were 
frustrated, they was a very high level of struggle. 


Needless to say, the State tried to stop the Congress. There 
was a lot of talk about what strategies the State would use. Al] 
this discussion beforehand resulted in a high level of security 
consciousness throughout the Congress. So, for instance they decided 
to have their internal security do pat searches and metal detector 
searches on everyone. This had caused a great deal of discussion 
prior to the opening of the Congress since it was the first time it 
had been done in Germany in recent history. At the opening session 
on Friday night and throughout the entire four days, the big meeting 
room was packed with people, about 800-1000, standing room only. The 
crowd was quite young (20's) and almost everyone there was wearing 
leather from head to toe. 

During the preceeding week, the Mayor of Frankfurt had gone 
through several stages of the Administrative Courts to get the 
contract for the meeting rooms revoked. He had been unsuccessful and 
the final decision from the Administrative Courts was made at about 5 
p.m. on Friday just as the Congress was opening. By 10 p.m. that 
night, the Mayor and the police had taken a different tack and had 
invoked the police power to stop the meeting. Based on an anti-union 
law, which gives the police authority to stop meetings where 
"illegal" acts (such an unauthorized strikes) are being planned, the 
Mayor announced that the meeting was illegal. 


Inside the Congress, it was announced that the meeting had 
been declared illegal and that the police were surrounding the 
building. The moderator asked the group to discuss what should be 
done. The first sentiment expressed was that the meeting should go 
on. Early on in the discussion, all foreigners were asked to leave. 
(No one gave any explanation for this; however, one of the lawyers 
said that the German Constitution grants German citizens the right to 
meet together. If there are non-German citizens present, then the 
right does not apply. The lawyer thought this might have been the 
* reason for making an official announcement.) Nobody checked 
identification, so it was up to the individual to decide what to do. 
We left. Downstairs, the people who had been doing internal security 
had transformed themselves into external security with masks and 
hoods on. There were about 20-30 of them outside the building when 
we left. : 


All of the main streets leading to the building were blocked 
off by police barricades and traffic was being diverted. Police cars 
were cruising the side streets. We had anticipated that we would be 
stopped and "controlled" but we weren't. (Of course, none of us was 
wearing leather either.) We walked about six blocks away to a main 
street with a trolley-car. We could see a gang of about 10 young men 
standing outside a bar, making a lot of noise and throwing bottles in 
the street. It looked like a fascist gang. When we got to the 
trolley-stop, there was an undercover cop and a woman we recognized 
from the conference waiting there. The woman told us that the police 
had just stopped to check the schedules of the trolleys. When the 
trolley came about 3 minutes later, we could see a group of 


-25- 


"skin-heads" riding on the trolley so we decided not to get on. 


We walked a few more blocks and as we approached a small park, 
we saw about ten police wagons and a water cannon truck pull off with 
their sirens blasting obviously heading for the Congress. Later on, 
a group of the lawyers went to the School and tried to negotiate with 
the police. The police refused to talk with the lawyers; when the 
Principal of the School showed up, they negotiated with him. By this 
time, the police had surrounded the one entrance to the School] and 
the people inside had barricaded the door. The agreement that was 
negotiated was that the police would leave first; and then after they 
were gone the people inside would leave. I think this was a 
face-saving offer by the police so they could leave without looking 
like they had lost. After the police left, the people stayed inside, 
although they moved to a different area in the cafeteria. The 
building remained occupied throughout the next four days of the 
conference. 


The next morning, at 8 a.m., the lawyers went to the Criminal 
Courts to fight the Mayor's proclamation that the meeting was 
illegal. The State's position was that people inside the meeting 
were planning to march out and stage demonstrations and “rioting. 
In the Fall of 1985, after a demonstrator had been killed when the 
water cannon truck ran over him, there had been demonstrations in 
several cities where a lot of windows were smashed. The State also 
said that the Congress was a front for the RAF and that other RAF 
actions were being planned. 


The woman who had made the arrangements to rent the School was 
called all sorts of things by the State. However, the judges ended 
up ruling that the State had not been able to link her to the RAF or 


to prove any of their other allegations. There were two kinds of 
publicity put out for the Congress; the "official" and the 
"unofficial". The judges ruled that the State had not been able to 


link this woman to any of the "unofficial" publicity and that there 
was nothing wrong with the “official” publicity. 


There were several opinions on why the meeting was allowed to 
go on. Some people said the police were not prepared to risk a 
confrontation with the people inside; most of the lawyers were 
convinced on Friday night that the declaration by the Mayor that the 
meeting was illegal would not hold up in court; others said that the 
whole thing was another playing out of the Mayor's contradiction with 
the City Administration which he does not control. 


Throughout the three days of the Congress, the police were 
always nearby but kept their distance. We heard that several groups 
of people were "controlled" (checked for ID) by the police. Ke also 
heard that there were police vans taking pictures of everyone coming 
in and out. Except for the families and lawyers, everyone else 
covered their face coming in and out of the building. 
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These two examples of repression are meant to be illustrative 
and to convey some of the struggles that go on. They are included 
because we were able to meet and talk directly with the people 
involved. 

Emahaus is a large warehouse type building in downtown 
Stuttgard. On the first two floors is a used furniture store and on 
the top two floors are living quarters including several] empty rooms 
that visitors (such as us) can stay in. Emahaus is connected with 
some international, religious fellowship. In 1981, they were 
printing a local newspaper and reprinted communiques from actions 
carried out by the RAF and other groups. In 1981, they were raided 
by 200 police and all their printing equipment, files, etc. was 
taken. As a result of the raid, several people were charged with 
violation of Sec.129(a), "Support for a Terroristic Organization" 
which carries a potential sentence of 5 years. I was told that most 
of the people involved ending up negotiating a plea and paying a fine 
of 500 Marks ($200). There was a lot of debate and discussion about 
the pleas at the time. 


In Hamburg, a group of people have been occupying three large 


apartment buildings on Hafenstrasser Street for three years. The 
buildings contain about 100 apartments which are all occupied. Most 
of the people living in the buildings are young; many are pert of the 
Punk movement. The core of people who deai with the State and manage 
the apartments are anti-imperialists and are part of the Resistance 
movement. At the beginning, the city gave them permission to live in 
the buildings; however, over the past year the city has tried to get 
them out. There are several reasons. The buildings are right on the 
Elbe River which runs through Hamburg to the commerical port. This 


area is currently undergoing gentrification and the city wants to get 
the people who live in the Hafenstrasr. out of the neighborhood. The 
buildings are now in a prime development area and the people who live 
in them have painted brightly colored murals all over them. A number 
of people who live in the buildings are politically active in the 
Resistance movement. 


During the '84-85 hungerstrike, the Hafenstrasr. built a 
barricade and a huge bonfire in the street which runs in front of 
their buildings and blocked traffic for a day. They hung banners in 
support of the hungerstrike and issued a statement supporting the 
demands of the prisoners. the State then began a media campaign to 
say that the Hafenstrasr. was a front for the RAF and that RAF 
members where living there; this also began a year's battle with the 
local police. On one_occasion in the summer, the police came to raid 
the place but left after it became clear that the residents were 
prepared to resist. All of the people who live in the buildings have 
been united in fighting the police. Then, a few months later, 
thepolice came back in full riot gear. The residents had barricaded 
the doors and it was clear that the police were terrified of going 
in. They finally made a “symbolic entry" but didn't attempt to 
search the buildings or even to go through all the buildings. In 
December, 1985, there was a solidarity meeting for the Hafenstrasr. 
that over 500 people came to from al] over Germany. People say this 
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was a significant event and was the first coming together of 
different aspects of the Resistance Movement since the Hungerstrike. 
This meeting at the Hafenstrasr. was when final plans were made to 
hold the Congress. 
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